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Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments, filed September 30, 2005 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Lea in view of Ikeda. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 39-43, 50-53 and 57-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lea (US 6,1 15,373) in view of Ikeda (5,787,073). 

1 . Regarding claims 39-43, 50-53 and 57-61, Lea discloses a cross bar switch (fig. 10) 
comprising a set of input ports (fig. 1, item 2), a set of sink ports (item 3) that includes a 
communication link interface (fig. 3) including a retry input (col. 6, lines 22-24) where a sink port 
responds to the signal on the retry input (col. 6, lines 24-27). However, Lea does not disclose that 
the sink port aborts transmission of a data packet and transmits the data packet after waiting an 
amount of time. Ikeda discloses aborting data packet transmission and transmitting the data packet 
after waiting an amount of time (col. 4, lines 1-3). The transmission is paused until the signal is 
altered (col. 5, lines 65-67; note: an ER value explicitly indicates a data rate for backpressure). The 
switch includes a register for maintaining congestion state values (col. 3, lines 40-52) which is used 
for pausing a predetermined amount of time (col. 3, lines 60-62). Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made for the output port to pause the 
transmission of packets in the invention of Lea in order to stop transmission to a congested switch 
(Ikeda, col 3, lines 53-60). 

Claims 44-45 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lea 
(US 6,1 15,373) in view of Ikeda (5,787,073), as applied to claim 39 above, in further view of Karol 
(US 5,416,769). 

2. Regarding claims 44-45 and 49, Lea in view of Ikeda does not disclose a set of data rings in 
communication with the input ports and sink ports. Karol discloses a several rings (fig. 1, item 105) 
in communication with a set of input ports (items 101) and sink ports (items 103). The switch 
includes a storage buffer (fig. 3, item 18; note: delay lines). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to have a set of data rings in 
communication with the ports in the invention of Lea in order to provide a non-blocking switch 
(Karol, col. 1, lines 11-20; col. 2, lines 3-15). 

Claim 62 is are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lea (US 
6,1 15,373) in view of Ikeda (5,787,073), as applied to claim 57 above, in further view of Joung et 
al. (US 6,628,613). 

3. Lea in view of Ikeda does not disclose a communication interface as a collision output. 
Joung discloses an output of a switch as a collision output (fig. 1). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to have a collision output in the 
invention of Lea in view of Ikeda in order to provide a connection to an Ethernet-based network 
(col. 1, lines 26-32). 



Application/Control Number: 10/036,762 
Art Unit: 2666 



Page 4 



Allowable Subject Matter 



Claims 46-48, 54-56 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Kevin Harper whose telephone number is 571-272-3166. The examiner can 
normally be reached weekdays from 11:00 AM to 7:00 PM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Seema S. Rao, can be reached at 571-272-3174. The centralized fax number for the Patent Office is 
571-273-8300. For non-official communications, the examiner's personal fax number is 571-273- 
3166 and the examiner's e-mail address is kevin.harper@uspto.gov. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications associated with a customer number is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see portal.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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